
Alternatives Analysis

a snapshot of regulatory framework 
with brief review of LWV comments on 

DSL Permit Application



Alternatives Analysis is  Rooted in 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)

ÅNEPA requires federal agencies to undertake an assessment of 
the environmental effects of proposed actions prior to making 
decisions. 

ÅThe permit applicant is required to prepare and submit 
information regarding project alternatives.

ÅAnalyses may include on-site designs or off-site locations. 

ÅThe No Action is an alternative step



Need and 
Purpose 

ÅDefine project need, 
purpose and 
geographic area

Project
Criteria

ÅDevelop criteria to evaluate 
alternatives based on 
availability, cost, logistics 
and technology

Alternatives

ÅEvaluate 
alternatives based 
on project criteria to 
achieve project 
purpose.

Environmental 
Analysis 

ÅCompare 
impacts and 
adverse effects 

Identify 
LEDPA

ÅIdentify least 
environmentally 
damaging practicable 
alternative including 
NO ACTION 
alternative
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DSL  Guidance for Analysis of 
Alternatives

ÅApplications include ñan analysis of alternatives to derive the 
practicable alternative that has the least reasonably expected 
adverse impacts on waters of this state.ò 

ÅPracticable means it can be accomplished after taking into 
consideration cost, existing technology, and logistics with 
respect to the overall project purpose. 

ÅThe alternatives analysis is a tool to help identify the practicable 
alternative with the least impact, and as such, should be 
introduced early in project design. It should not be used as a 
means to justify what has already been decided upon. 



1. Public need, the social, economic or other public benefits 
likely to result. 2. The economic cost to the public if the 
proposed fill or removal is not accomplished. 

JPEP States:ñTheNavigation Reliability Improvements (NRIs) enhancements 
will allow for transit of LNG vessels of similar overall dimensions to those listed 
é.in the USCG Letter of Recommendation, but under a broader range of 
weather conditions, specifically higher wind speeds.ò



1. Public need, the social, economic or other public benefits 
likely to result. 2. The economic cost to the public if the 
proposed fill or removal is not accomplished. 

ñThe Navigation Reliability Improvements (NRIs) enhancements will allow for 
transit of LNG vessels of similar overall dimensions to those listed é.in the 
USCG Letter of Recommendation, but under a broader range of weather 
conditions, specifically higher wind speeds.ò

LWV comments:ñDredging and relocation of 590,000 CY from 4 

areas along the Federal Navigation Channel in the bay is not a need. 

The benefits are for achievement of a financially-driven goal of 

exporting 7.8 MMT of LNG per year, a less than 1% increase over 

what exports without the additional disruption of the NRIs.ò 



3. The availability of alternative locations to the project for which the fill or 

removal is proposed  

4. The availability of alternative site designs for the proposed fill or removal. 

Oregon Sites

ÅCoos Bay

ÅAstoria - Warrenton

ÅWauna

ÅPort Westward

Washington Sites
ÅGrays Harbor  






